The invisible farm
In other farm products--was estimated to have absorbed "measurable levels" of PBB in their tissue. Hundreds developed immediate symptoms of severe toxicity for which there is no cure, while thousands of others may develop incurable diseases in years to come.
According to Egginton, the response of the state's major news media to the disaster ranged from lukewarm to non-existent. "The press, which should have been a public watch-dog, failed in its function," she charges. Her explanation is worth quoting at length:
Even more than politicians, newspaper writers are an urban breed. Large newspapers concentrate on city stories because therein lies circulation. Most journalists are out of their element on farms, and it was a long time before any Michigan editor was persuaded that there was a story worth chasing down dirt roads, not even marked on the state's highway map....
Months passed before the state's two biggest newspapers, both in Detroit, tackled the PBB crisis in depth. The Detroit Free Press did three detailed articles, but not until March 1977--almost three years after the first quarantines....
Out-of state newspapers paid scant attention to the story, seldom printing sufficiently detailed accounts for their readers to fully understand the dimensions of the disaster. Americans who care about environmental causes were better informed about the dioxin contamination of Seveso, Italy, and the mercury poisoning in Minamata, Japan, than about the PBB crisis in Michigan, although this was the biggest chemical disaster and the worst man-made agricultural catastrophe in United States history....
None of the national [television] networks tackled the subject as a documentary, although the idea was presented to them. Bonnie Pollard, senior associate editor of Michigan Farmer, made the suggestion in letters to all three networks late in 1974, but the correspondence was not even acknowledged... one argument used by television professionals was that sick cows are not good visual subjects, and since few viewers live on farms the topic would not attract enough interest....
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Only a tiny percentage of the nine million people who were poisoned actually lived on farms, but the possibility that they might have been "interested" in knowing what had happened to them was apparently never entertained.
A media blind spot
Unfortunately, the kind of urban-rural media blind spot of which Egginton complains is not rare. Since her book appeared, it has become increasingly the rule throughout much of the industrialized world, including Canada. ... both groups of judges said general-interest reporters' agricultural coverage is superficial, event-oriented, and often too cute or folksy. Both also said general reporters cover too few hard agricultural news stories, write too few in-depth stories, and do not give agriculture serious, long-term coverage. Furthermore, the judges said general reporters do not understand farming and give urban readers an incorrect picture of farming life.
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As for the specialized farm press: ... both groups also agreed that farm magazines take a pro-industry point of view, run too many "successful farmer" stories and stories that serve advertiser interests, and fail to adequately investigate scandals... they agreed that magazines do not adequately cover environmental problems. 6 In 1995, the Canadian branch of the media watchdog group Project Censored published its list of the "top 10 underreported stories," ongoing controversies which project staff believe have been largely ignored by the mainstream North American media. Three of the 10 were farm stories. In some of the countries, Russians dominated the cities while the local ethnic group lived in the countryside. This was true of Moldova, eastern Ukraine, northern Kazakhstan, and other places. What can happen is exemplified in Moldova... the Russian inhabitants speak only Russian, so read only the Russian press. The Russian-speaking urban population generally has more money and can more easily purchase the Russian-language press. It is also easier to distribute the press in the cities as compared to the more sparsely populated countryside. Private investors generally come from the cities, too, and when they choose to invest in the media, they invest in the Russian media. Inevitably, events affecting the non-Russian-speaking rural population receive less coverage.
In sub-Saharan Africa, a rural press has only existed in most countries since the early 1970s, and most papers are struggling for survival. As few rural readers can afford to pay for subscriptions to magazines or newspapers, and advertisers are not attracted to publications whose readerships live at subsistence level, printed publications must depend on subsidies from national governments or ... it appears that Nigerian newspaper editors place more importance on revenue generating content than agricultural subject matter... editors may have assumed that farmers do not constitute an audience, and little can be done to persuade them to buy their "products." In other words, editors may regard agricultural content as "uneconomic" news.
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Whether in North America, the former Soviet Union or Africa, the media resources devoted to coverage of agriculture and rural affairs are dwindling or inadequate.
The reasons for this neglect differ from region to region, 12 Ibid., 199. but the overall result is the same: major stories--not only environmental, but also economic, political and sociocultural stories--are being underreported. In some cases they are not being reported at all.
Lack of training
The tendency to neglect rural news is not only a function of the increasingly inadequate resources devoted by the major media to agriculture, of an editorial bias stemming from the dictates of a heavily-urban circulation base, or of the poverty of means in developing countries. It is also due to a lack of available training for journalists interested in covering the farm beat, as well as to the absence in general journalism education of efforts to alert students to the importance of agriculture to all readers--including those who live in the city. 14 Viera Simkova. <trend@savba.savba.sk>. Personal e-mail. 4 October 1995.
Africa directed specifically at training journalists to cover agriculture. The situation is only marginally better in other developing-country regions. According to IPS' Peter da Costa, the neglect of the subject is not due to lack of local interest, but to the reluctance of outside aid donors to allot funds for this purpose.
Much as we would like to apply our... training specifically to agriculture, telematics and other global issues that are under-subscribed, we can't structure holistic, inclusive training programs based on our, or even on developmental priorities. Each donor [country or aid agency] has its priority, and its own funding gaps. Even when an urban reporter or editor might be inclined to look at rural life, ignorance is a handicap. Compared to, say, the police or sports beats, about which any competent urban journalist with basic professional skills already has 15 Peter da Costa. <ipsdc@gn.apc.org>. Personal e-mail. 2 May 1995. some familiarity, and whose finer points can be learned onthe-job, the complexity of the farm beat can take years to master: it covers an entire way of life, one often utterly foreign to city people.
The invisible farm
The paucity of resources made available by the major media to cover agriculture and rural affairs, and the ignorance of most journalists regarding rural issues, has rendered the farming and food distribution systems that feed the people of the globe effectively invisible. Massive and far-reaching changes now convulsing the so-called "harvest industries" around the world are proceeding largely without input from the general voting and consuming urban public--whose lives will be both directly and indirectly affected by the results. When these stories are reported, it is most often in scholarly or specialist publications, or the rare investigative expose, available to professionals who follow the industry but not to the population at large (many of the stories to be cited in subsequent chapters were documented from such sources).
Unaware of the issues, or of their own stake in what is happening, most newspaper readers, radio listeners and television viewers know more about the private lives of Hollywood stars (few media organizations have farm editors, but virtually all have "entertainment" writers) than they do about the quality and stability of their own food supply.
Nor are they aware of the ongoing, often universal, social and cultural changes--some subtle and some not--being provoked by the silent metamorphosis of our forgotten rural world.
As in the case of the poisoning of Michigan, the unwise assumption seems to have been made that no one is interested.
Culture, agriculture and survival
The ultimate goal of farming is not the growing of crops, but the cultivation and perfection of human beings.
--Masanobu Fukuoka
Among the first things one learns from the practice of agriculture, whether one comes to it by birthright--raised in the country--or transplanted from the city, is that farming is not a mere mechanical, scientific, or even economic enterprise, but a social, and thus cultural one.
The term agriculture implies this, as does the Concise Oxford Dictionary, whose 1964 edition defined "culture" as, first, "tillage; rearing, production (of bees, oysters, fish, bacteria)"--and only afterward as anything else. The complaints of rural change might come from threatened small proprietors, or from commoners, or even, in the 20th century, from a class of landlords, but it is fascinating to hear some of the same phrases--destruction of local community, the driving out of small men, indifference to settled and customary ways--in the innumerable campaigns about the effects of redevelopment, urban planning, airport and motorway systems, in so many 20th century towns and even, very strongly, in parts of London. I have heard a defence of Covent Garden, against plans for development, which repeated in almost every particular the defence of the commons in the period of parliamentary enclosures.
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The country is not revered only for itself, but as the original source and lasting symbol of an attitude towards life and one's fellow human beings. "People have often said 'the city' when they meant capitalism or bureaucracy or centralized power," writes Williams, and for its opposite, they use the code word "country." 27 Whether it is the destruction of a culturally-integrating city neighborhood to make way for highway construction, or the elimination of a city's diverse restaurants in favor of internationallyfranchised fast-food competitors, the situation is essentially the same as it was when England's commons were enclosed. Williams' argument, which he expands to global proportions and in which the Fall from Eden has such a 26 Williams, op. cit., 291. 27 Ibid., 291.
strong allegorical echo, is worth quoting further:
The very fact that the historical process, in some of its main features, is now effectively international, means that we have more than material for interesting comparisons. We are touching, and know that we are touching forms of a general crisis. Looking back, for example, on the English history, and especially its culmination in imperialism, I see in this process of the altering relations of country and city the driving force of a mode of production which has indeed transformed the world. I am then very willing to see the city as capitalism, as so many now do, if I can say also that this mode of production began, specifically, in the English rural economy and produced, there, many of the characteristic effects--increases of production, physical reordering of a totally available world, displacement of customary settlements, a human remnant and force which became a proletariat--which have since been seen, in many extending forms, in cities and colonies and the international system as a whole. 
Symbol under seige
The idea that not only the rural world, but every world that could be considered humane or communitarian, is under seige--that we are continually being banished from a succession of socio-cultural Edens by the effects of the economic systems we ourselves construct--is shared by a variety of critics, including Murray Bookchin.
In his landmark 1976 essay, "Radical agriculture,"
Bookchin insists that "in an epoch when food cultivation is 28 Ibid., 292-3, 297. The medium to large-size "family farms"--annual sales of $20,000 to $500,000--survived earlier industrial and scientific revolutions in agriculture. They now face a financial revolution in which the traditional functions of the food supply system are being reshuffled, combined, and coordinated by corporate giants. "Farming is moving with full speed toward becoming part of an integrated market-production system," says Eric Thor, an outspoken farm economist... "This system, once it is developed, will be the same as industrialized systems in other U. The industrialization of agriculture, he writes, has further serious implications:
1. The future shape of the American landscape. Already in this country, 74 per cent of the population lives on only one per cent of the land. If present trends continue, only 12 per cent of the American people will live in communities of less than 100,000 by the 21st century; 60 per cent will be living in four huge megalopoli, and 28 per cent will be in other large cities;
2. The further erosion of rural life, already seriously undermined by urban migration. Today 800,000 people a year are migrating from the countryside to the cities. Between 1960 and 1970 more than half our rural counties suffered population declines. One result is the aggravation of urban pathology--congestion, pollution, welfare problems, crime, the whole catalog of city ills; 3. The domination of what is left of rural America by agribusiness corporations. This is not only increasing the amount of productive land in the hands of the few, but is also accelerating the migration patterns of recent decades and raising the specter of a kind of 20th-century agricultural feudalism in the culture that remains.
Of course, the same trends Kotz deplores are working--or already have worked--the same kinds of changes in the industrialized economies of Western Europe and Japan.
Bookchin laments the increasingly common worldwide result:
Agriculture, in effect, differs no more from any branch of industry than does steelmaking or automobile production... In this impersonal domain of food production, it is not surprising to find a "farmer" often turns out to be an airplane pilot who dusts crops with pesticides, a chemist who treats soil as a lifeless repository for inorganic compounds, an operator of immense agricultural machines who is more familiar with engines than botany, and, perhaps most decisively, a financier whose knowledge of land may beggar that of an urban cab driver. Food, in turn, reaches the consumer in containers and in forms so modified and denatured as to bear scant resemblance to the original. In the modern, glistening supermarket, the buyer walks dreamily through a spectacle of packaged materials in which the pictures of plants, meat and dairy foods replace the lifeforms from which they are derived. The fetish assumes the form of the real phenomenon. Here, the individual's relationship to one of the most intimate of natural experiences--the nutriments indispensable to life--is divorced from its roots in the totality of nature... This denatured outlook stands sharply at odds with an earlier animistic sensibility that viewed land as an inalienable, almost sacred domain, food cultivation as a spiritual activity, and food consumption as a hallowed social ritual. Few people whose testimony would have mattered have seen the connection between the "modernization" of agricultural techniques and the disintegration of the culture and the communities of farming--and the consequent disintegration of the structures of urban life. What we have called agricultural progress has, in fact, involved the forcible displacement of millions of people.
I remember, during the 50s, the outrage with which our political leaders spoke of the forced removal of the populations of villages in communist countries. I also remember that at the same time, in Washington, the word on farming was "Get big or get out"--a policy which is still in effect and which has taken an enormous toll. The only difference is that of method: the force used by the communists was military; with us, it has been economic--a "free market" in which the freest were the richest. The attitudes are equally cruel, and I believe that the results will prove equally damaging, not just to the concerns and values of the human spirit, but to the practicalities of survival... The aim of bigness implies not one aim that is not socially and culturally destructive.
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Berry insists food is "a cultural product; it cannot be produced by technology alone"--that is, not unless the process is radically simplified, as it is in highly mechanized, industrial monocropping (single-crop) systems. That the discipline of agriculture should have been so divorced from other disciplines has its immediate cause in the compartmental structure of the universities, in which complementary, mutually sustaining and enriching disciplines are divided, according to "professions," into fragmented, oneeyed specialties. It is suggested... that farming shall be the responsibility only of the college of agriculture, that law shall be in the sole charge of the professors of law, that morality shall be taken care of by the philosophy department, reading by the English department, and so on. The same, of course, is true of government, which has become another way of institutionalizing the same fragmentation... However, if we conceive of culture as one body, which it is, we see that all of its disciplines are everybody's business...
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The "compartmental" mind-set, symbolized by the factory-farm, is symptomatic of a culture of alienation, 40 Ibid., 43.
